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If we can send clear signals that hate 

crimes are not acceptable, we can do 
more than just convict those who are 
guilty. If with these strong signals we 
can prevent these horrible crimes from 
happening in the first place, we will be 
making our communities more livable. 

I hope that my colleagues will join in 
the cosponsorship of the Hate Crime 
Prevention Act and that they will all 
prevail upon the conferees of Com-
merce-State-Justice to move this im-
portant process forward by including 
the legislation in the conference re-
port. 
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GOOD NEWS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. GUT-
KNECHT) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Madam Speaker, I 
want to share with my colleagues and 
those who are watching in their offices 
some incredibly good news that ap-
peared yesterday in many newspapers 
around the country, USA Today, many 
of the national newspapers. I know the 
St. Paul Pioneer Press back in my 
State carried the story, but it is in-
credibly good news, and I would like to 
read just the first paragraph or so. 

It says something symbolically enor-
mous may have happened today. The 
Congressional Budget Office announced 
that the government may have bal-
anced the budget in fiscal year 1999. 
Now that is the one we just completed 
October 1 without spending Social Se-
curity money. 
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It goes on to say, if so, it would be 
the first time that that has happened 
since 1960 when Dwight Eisenhower was 
President, gentlemen sported fedoras, 
and women wore fox stoles. 

Madam Speaker, this is incredibly 
good news for all generations. In fact, 
there were some other things that hap-
pened. To put this in perspective, the 
last time the Federal Government ac-
tually balanced the budget without 
using the Social Security trust funds, 
Elvis was just getting out of the army 
and going back to recording. The tele-
vision show Bonanza was just going on 
the air. Apples sold for 18 cents a 
pound. The French company intro-
duced the Renault Dalphine to the 
American market for about $1,400 per 
automobile. The minimum wage was 
$1, and some may even remember that 
Bill Mazeroski hit a home run in the 
bottom of the ninth to power the Pitts-
burgh Pirates to a world series win 
over the New York Yankees. I might 
add, and this is what really got my at-
tention, the last time that the Con-
gress and the Federal Government bal-
anced the budget without using Social 
Security Trust Fund money, the last 
time that happened was 11 years before 
Congressman Paul Ryan was born. 

That really puts this into perspective. 
This has been a long time. In fact, I 
would like to say that we have been 
wandering in the wilderness of growing 
deficits for 40 years and finally, we 
have crossed the River Jordan, and I 
hope that we will not turn back. 

Let me just show my colleagues an-
other chart. This is what the Congres-
sional Budget Office told us when I 
came here just five years ago in 1995. I 
was elected in 1994. But what they were 
saying was that in 1994, the Congress 
borrowed $57 billion from the Social 
Security Trust Fund, and then it went 
to $69 billion and then to $73 billion 
and then to $78 billion, and they were 
projecting that had the Congress had 
not gotten serious about controlling 
the growth in Federal spending and ac-
tually balancing the budget, they were 
projecting by this year we would be 
borrowing at least $90 billion from the 
Social Security trust fund. Again I say, 
this is good news. 

Now, we are in a great budget debate 
right now with the White House in 
terms of whether or not we are going 
to continue on this path. Are we going 
to balance the budget? Are we going to 
steal from Social Security? Are we 
going to raise taxes? In order to get 
what we think needs to be done in 
terms of balancing the budget without 
using Social Security, we really only 
have three choices. We can raise taxes, 
and of course the President was out 
today saying that we need to raise 
taxes. In fact, he is proposing a tax on 
cigarettes. Now, I am not a fan of ciga-
rettes, I do not smoke cigarettes, I 
wish no one smoked cigarettes. But the 
truth of the matter is that when we 
raise taxes on cigarettes, it is a very 
regressive tax. We know who ends up 
paying those taxes. It generally is peo-
ple who can least afford to pay addi-
tional taxes. 

The second option is to steal from 
Social Security. We have said that is 
not acceptable. The Democrats here in 
Congress have said that is not accept-
able, and the White House has said that 
that is not acceptable. But that really 
leaves us with only one choice and that 
is to cut spending. We think that the 
fairest thing would be to cut spending 
across the board, all departments 
throughout the Federal bureaucracy. 
Some people say, well, that cannot be 
done. We cannot make the Federal 
Government tighten its belt by one 
notch. Well, I think those of my col-
leagues who represent farm districts 
know that farmers are tightening their 
belts by not one notch, but by perhaps 
10 or 15 notches. So asking the Federal 
bureaucracy to tighten its belt one 
notch we believe is fair, is responsible, 
it is doable, and I think anybody out-
side of the beltway would agree that 
there is more than enough fat in the 
Federal budget to tighten it one per-
cent across the board to make certain 
that we balance the budget without 

raising taxes and without raiding the 
Social Security Trust Fund. 

I also want to mention a couple of 
other things. The President is very 
quick to spend our money, whether it 
is in Kosovo or Bosnia or in other 
places around the world. A couple of 
days ago, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CUNNINGHAM) told us that 
already his estimates were that the ef-
forts in Bosnia and Kosovo have cost us 
nearly $16 billion. Now, we did not 
budget for that. We have had to find 
other ways to pay for those special ex-
penditures. But balancing the budget 
without raising taxes and without raid-
ing the Social Security Trust Fund is 
going to become more and more dif-
ficult if the President continues to run 
a 911 service without the help from our 
allies. 

I would remind all of my colleagues 
that when President Bush led us into 
the Gulf War, he got our allies to help 
pay for it. As a matter of fact, under 
some of the accounting that I have 
seen that actually, the net cost to the 
taxpayers in the United States of the 
Gulf War was virtually nothing. 

So Madam Speaker, I just want to re-
iterate what great news this is, that for 
the time, we have balanced the budget 
in fiscal year 1999 without using the 
Social Security Trust Fund, and I want 
to say that it is great news for all gen-
erations of Americans: for senior citi-
zens, for baby boomers, and more im-
portantly, for a brighter future for our 
kids. I hope we stay the course. Let us 
not raid the Social Security Trust 
Fund. 

f 

FORTY YEARS OF LIBERALISM 
LEAVES DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
IN SHAMBLES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MICA) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MICA. Madam Speaker, the 
House today and this week and for the 
next number of days will be engaged in 
a very important debate. That debate 
is really a totally partisan debate. It is 
a debate about those who want liberal, 
big government programs and liberal 
programs for our government, and then 
on the other side, there are folks that 
think that we have too much power, 
too much spending, too many programs 
in Washington and that the policy of 
some 40 years did not, in many in-
stances, work. 

This afternoon we had a debate about 
a policy relating to the District of Co-
lumbia. The President has vetoed the 
District of Columbia appropriations 
measure. Within that measure and that 
bill are provisions which would allow 
liberalization of drug policy for the 
District of Columbia. That is one of the 
things that is holding that measure up. 
Again, a contrast between a liberal pol-
icy, wanting to spend more money, and 
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